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T h e  E u r o p e a n  M o u n t a i n  C o n v e n t i o n s  
 
 The European Mountain Conventions are an initiative of Euromontana, the European association 
comprising regional development agencies, agricultural organisations, regional authorities, research insti-
tutes, environmental agencies or mountain associations with a strong interest in rural and sustainable devel-
opment of mountainous areas. This network of organisations covers about 18 countries in all the European 
mountain massifs, facilitating therefore a co-operation between Western, Central and Eastern Europe. 
Among the other projects of the association, these Conventions represent special times for gathering to-
gether and clarifying issues in a deliberately open and wide debate.  
  European Mountain Conventions are organised every 2 years in different locations for the attention of 
professionals and policy-makers. They aim at ensuring in relation to the general theme of mountain rural 
sustainable development:  
• Updated information on current European issues and their impact on mountain areas 
• Open consultations and exchanges between representatives of different countries and different types of 
organisations 
• The extension and strengthening of a European network of co-operation for mountains, beyond the 
network of Euromontana member organisations.   
 
T h e  C o n t e x t :  R o d e z  2 0 0 4  
 
 Over 400 professionals representing agencies, technical institutes and local authorities from the moun-
tain areas of 21 European Countries gathered in the French Massif Central on 25-26 November 2004 for the 
4th and largest ever European Mountain Convention. 
 The title of the Conference was “Unlocking the Mountains – A New Approach to Rural Development 
for Europe’s Mountains”. 18% of Europe’s population lives in mountain areas adversely affected by moun-
tain topography, an area representing about 40% of the European landmass. There is a wealth of diversity 
locked within mountain areas, a potential waiting to be unlocked. That potential just has to be turned into 
practical performance. 
 The conference took place at a critical moment for the European mountains with the new European 
rural development policy, the European regional development policy and new proposals for funding of 
Natura 2000 sites underway. Just a few months earlier the European Constitution proposal had been 
launched that for the first time made explicit reference to mountains. The Union had also recently been 
enlarged with 10 new Member States, and a new European Parliament and Commission were starting their 
terms. 
 Although the institutional changes inhibited the participation of a European Commissioner this time, 
the two days of lively debate benefited from interventions of senior Commission and national officials, 
along with the expert and regional practitioners. The attendance of the Norwegian Minister of Local and 
Regional Development highlighted the importance placed on European cooperation by this second most 
mountainous country in Europe. 
  This document intends to capture the essence of the debate and draw some conclusions and recom-
mendations from the discussions. The more detailed comments on European regulation proposals have 
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been dealt with in statements issued after the conference; this report aims to look at the more pertinent level 
of issues in the mountains in Europe. 
 Most of the individual interventions of the Convention are available at the website   
http://www.euromontana.org   
  
O n c o s t s ,  a n  u n d e r - r e s e a r c h e d  c h a l l e n g e  
 
  At the beginning of 2004 perhaps the most comprehensive ever statistical study of mountain areas in 
Europe was published by the Directorate-General for Regional Development. This study was inspired to a 
degree – and certainly influenced – by a pilot study funded by Euromontana members which was presented 
at the last Convention in Inverness. Despite the complexity of this study there remains a substantial lack of 
suitable available data on environment, tourism, and on mountain on-costs - the undoubted extra costs of 
living and working in mountain areas. 
 The mountain artisans according to a recent study by the Conférence de l’Artisanat Pyrénéen have an 
annual oncost of 5600€ due to the mountain conditions. This oncost consists of loss of working days due to 
winter conditions, more time spent in travelling to the clients, quicker deterioration of vehicles and tyres 
and an increased use of fuel. Although after taxes their ratio of results / added value is 22% and therefore 
better than the 17% of the artisans in the plains, and due to taxation structure they pay less taxes (but in a 
less protected status) these superficially not so negative economic results hide the fact that these artisans are 
based on traditional, family structures that generate very little salary income and the conditions of life are 
very unattractive for the young people. The Conférence de l’Artisanat Pyrénéen proposes financial compen-
sations according to altitude, low population density and negative population trends, loss of working days. 
They also propose launching communication campaigns in the areas most in decline and in need of fiscal 
incentives. 
 Another study on collection of mountain milk in France revealed a difference of 8.8€/1000 litres be-
tween the mountain areas and plains. When the average cost of milk collection in Loire valley is 9.6€/1000 
litres, it is up to 24€/1000 litres in Savoy and 20€/1000 litres in Haute-Loire. This extra cost is due to low 
density of the milk producers, lower average production by producer, more costly vehicles with less trans-
port capacity and lower transportation speeds. 
 The Region of Val d’Aosta has embarked on one of the first systematic attempts to try to measure the 
on-cost more systematically. A group led by University of Val d’Aosta and comprising also of the universi-
ties of Trento and Molise is specifically looking at production of milk, water purification and waste, gas 
distribution, local public transport, health and retail prices. 
 
M o u n t a i n s  a s  a n  a s s e t  
 
 In the current global market mountains could, however, have a very clear advantage. Mountains are 
the last reservoirs of diversity of flora and fauna, unique cultures and quality products born out of that 
unique environment. For example in France out of the 42 PDO cheeses 28 are located in mountain areas. 
The Euromontana-coordinated research programme on Mountain Quality Food Products observed that the 
intrinsic characteristics of the mountain products vary, but that specific production / transformation condi-
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tions and local natural environment are more constantly present, making mountain food products something 
quite unique and valuable.  
 There are two types of strategies suited to these products, one promises the buyer a unique product 
and know-how, the other natural conditions and particular environment. Currently at the European level 
there are various quality marks for food products. The European Community promotes community identifi-
cation marks, such as the PDO, PGIs and Organic labels, but the procedure of acquiring denominations 
maybe too cumbersome for small mountain products. There are also private certifications or umbrella 
marks on regional levels with production chain approach. The communication around the word “mountain” 
is very little developed; most approaches are concentrated around a territorial approach, highlighting the 
regional aspect which is often linked to mountains. Only France and Italy have so far specific public 
schemes for mountain agro-food products. But even in these two countries there is no homogeneity be-
tween the two approaches.  
  Euromontana is proposing a European Charter on Mountain Products in order to create a common 
reference in Europe for mountain products and to enhance their value for the producers, consumers and the 
society, to create synergies between the national and local systems and to promote the development of these 
products. The five major principles of the proposed charter are:  
 
• The raw materials must be derived from a mountain region; 
• The processing must be carried in a mountain region; 
• Production must take into account local concerns relating to sustainable development; 
• Production must attempt to maintain the biodiversity and heritage of mountain regions; 
• Production must be able to guarantee at all times the transparency of information to consumers.  
  
  In addition to adding value to mountain products, the survival of mountain communities depends on 
the recognition of the positive externalities these areas offer to the rest of the world. Biodiversity is pro-
moted as numerous vegetal and animal species are preserved in the mountain areas. Mountain landscapes 
with worldwide renown, maintained by mountain farmers and pastoralists, support other activities like 
tourism and offer recreational spaces for inhabitants of other areas. Mountains are reservoirs of natural 
resources, air and water for the whole society. Agricultural practices in use in the mountains respect the 
environment and nature and contribute to the fight against natural catastrophes such as erosion, avalanches, 
landslides, fires etc.  
 However, these positive externalities of mountain areas and mountain farming are taken into consid-
eration in a very limited way, and many of them do not have a market price. They are simply not measur-
able in a reliable way, and yet if not recognised and rewarded the mountain activity could fail and the 
mountain areas turn into a desert. Only then with their disappearance will the positive externalities of the 
mountain farming and communities become obvious. These externalities should be recognised in order to 
facilitate the diversification of products and activities. Mountain agriculture should be recognised for the 
production of these externalities and as the only base upon which other economic activities in the mountain 
areas can build. 
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O p e n i n g  a n d  i n t e r a c t i o n  –  c o o p e r a t i o n  a s  a  s o l u t i o n  t o  t h e  
m o u n t a i n  a r e a s  
 Cooperation in national, cross-regional and international levels is vital for mountain areas to overcome 
their otherwise often marginalised position, and to develop their opportunities. Co-operation is an opportu-
nity to present specific challenges to regional development in a larger arena. 
 The management and development of mountain areas can be significantly enhanced by sharing with 
and learning from other regions. Especially regions sharing the same mountain massif should work together 
and elaborate common action programmes. For example the region of Rhone-Alpes in France has taken the 
initiative to create a Massif interregional agreement for the Massif Central. Norway participates in the Euro-
pean regional co-operation through various international regional co-operation programmes. It considers 
international co-operation provides it with new possibilities for regional development, and that participation 
in international projects and programs represents opportunities for Norwegian regions to learn and develop 
in a favourable direction.  
  Exchanges of experiences between European mountain areas facilitate the dissemination of 
innovative solutions to common problems. For example the Euromountains.net Interreg IIIC project - with 
participants from Italy, France, Scotland, Spain, Portugal and Norway - has a general objective of formulat-
ing common strategies and actions to promote sustainable development in order to combat isolation in 
mountain areas and to maintain a sustainable level of population. The programme has three main themes - 
land-management and environmental resources, improving the delivery of sustainable services to mountain 
communities, and development and promotion of mountain quality - which are central to increasing the 
competitivity of mountain regions. The Euromountains.net programme that started in June 2004 has already 
led to a positive development in Norway, through the establishment of a Norwegian co-operative part of the 
programme. The counties of Hedmark, Oppland, Sogn og Fjordane, Buskerud and Telemark co-operate in 
the “Community development in the mountain region”, a project generated by the 5 counties.  These coun-
ties, although constituting a vast area, have found that there may be a value to be gained from co-operating 
and developing together knowledge and policies for the beneficial development of their respective regions. 
The Euromountains.net has thus already had an effect on policy development in Norwegian mountain re-
gions. The focus on the Norwegian project is on economic development around national parks, on eco-
nomic development in mountain agricultural areas, and on new forms of co-operation between agriculture 
and other economic activity in the mountain regions.  
  Globally mountains cover 22% of the world’ land surface and 12% of the world’s population. 
On the international level mountain areas are federated by the FAO -coordinated Mountain Partnership 
Initiative and the Sustainable Agriculture and Rural Development in Mountain Regions (SARD-M) project. 
The Mountain Partnership works through knowledge and information sharing initiatives, dialogue, joint 
programmes and projects, collaborative activities and networking. The SARD-M project aims to strengthen 
mountain population’s livelihoods with improved policies. The project has an integrated approach including 
upland-lowland linkages as well as low-density areas. In its activities it is aiming for a collective learning 
process, sharing experiences, capitalising on previous work to promote policy design and actions by private 
sector. The project is finalising a data-collection and inventory on SARD-M policies and a project on 
Mountain Products. In 2005 it will be concentrating on analysis of existing mountain policies, strengthening 
of local institutions by developing training materials and analysis of mountain externalities. Euromontana is 
the SARD-M Regional Focal Point for Europe.   
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C o n c l u s i o n s  o f  t h e  w o r k s h o p s  
1 )  L o c a l  d e v e l o p m e n t  
 
 Many mountain regions suffer from depopulation and economic decline. The consequence is a lack of 
perspectives and a lack of motivation in these regions. However, they do have the single advantage of 
unique natural and cultural environments and could find new dynamism and have an opportunity to trans-
form their weaknesses into strengths by producing and offering the best products in the world. In order to 
do so mountains have to enlarge their options: they have to imagine new resources and look with new eyes 
at the natural and traditional resources they already have. Also, the financial returns of the resources origi-
nating in the mountains but developed elsewhere, such as water, should be brought to benefit the mountain 
areas.  
  A truly integrated and well co-ordinated policy for mountain areas means that they have to take on 
their role of facilitation and make full use of the tools developed from having a common understanding of 
the territory. The role of the public policies is to guarantee the conditions for a successful local mobilisation. 
A common problem in mountain areas is mobilizing the « base » and passing plans into actions. A more 
coordinated and cooperative effort is needed. Sometimes there is a lack of intermediary structures between 
the local level and the institutions. There are also often problems in federating the economic actors and 
producers in, for example, cooperatives. Maybe because of geographical obstacles the mountain areas have 
lacked the will and know-how to cooperate. However, a territorial approach as a starting point is vital for 
any successful implementation of plans. Mountain actors have to come together for living, thriving moun-
tain areas. 
  The true survival of mountain areas also depends on attractive, modern opportunities for making a 
living being available for young people. These kinds of opportunities for whole families depend on pluriac-
tivity in the mountain areas, and combination and synergy between agriculture, tourism, small innovative 
industries, all respecting the unique environment. 
  The final key ingredient for successful mountain areas is finding common interests and understanding 
inter-dependences between themselves, the dynamic sectors and the sectors in crises, the plains and the 
mountains. Mountain areas need to take advantage of networking, forming alliances, and exchanging ex-
periences.  
  Transforming a culture of complaining into a positive attitude does not mean abandoning the claim 
that the mountains and other naturally handicapped areas are in an inequitable position and need special 
attention.   
2 )  N a t u r a l  R e s o u r c e s  
 
   In a biodiversity sense mountains are twice as important as lowlands per sq km – therefore there 
should be a corresponding change in the balance of funding.  
   The new proposals of rural development funds provide new opportunities to support local custodians 
of Natura 2000. They need to be supported at the European and strongly advocated at the Member State 
level. 
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  Forests are multi-functional in themselves but need to be part of integrated land use. The range of 
goods and services forests provide should be recognised. 
  Renewable energy is a sustainable resource specifically available in and important for mountain 
areas. It can be used locally to directly benefit rural economies. It is also of significance nationally in other 
areas, but in that case the additional costs should be borne by the end-user out with and not be left to be 
borne by the mountain areas.  
  An integrated approach involving all stakeholders is particularly important for sustaining and manag-
ing the quality of the water resource. Downstream benefits - upstream areas and costs should be compen-
sated for the input of mountain areas. 
  Integrated management is essential in mountain areas and offers multiple benefits. Multifunctionality 
is vital to the future of mountain environments. The best approaches maximise positive externalities, part-
nerships, and subsidiarity to all levels. By using local knowledge local people control their own destiny. 
There are better opportunities and approaches out there but the Member States need to be pushed to en-
courage and to allow these approaches. We should learn from those who already practice integration. 
   There should be better communication on environmental issues in the mountains, particularly in 
relation to Natura 2000 programme. Better quality of information will inform and improve decision-
making. There should be awareness raising of the fact that benefits of the sustainable management of 
mountain areas accrue not just to the next generations but also to urban society in current generation. Pub-
lic, and the politicians appointed by it especially at local level, should be made aware of the link between 
rural activities and the quality of environment.  
   Euromontana is effective at political level in the European Union and a useful vehicle for influencing 
and informing members. It can integrate approaches where Europe is still sectoral. A sensitive and partici-
patory approach by and towards the governments will engage instead of alienating.   
3 )  Yo u n g  P e o p l e  
 
  The workshop began with the provocative question of whether young people should be helped to stay 
in agriculture or just let the “nature take its course”. With the loss of new generations the mountains will 
gradually lose their traditions, even their diverse bio-habitats for the lack of maintenance. This loss once it 
takes place will be irreversible. Secondly, there is no evidence that the young people would not stay if they 
had the viable opportunity to do so. 
   More than declarations are needed to avoid the risk of exodus and desertification in the mountain 
areas. Young people need economic opportunities to stay in the mountain areas, the possibility of making a 
living. In concrete terms this will often mean financial support from the public authorities, support to take 
on farms, start new businesses, and renovate infrastructures. 
  In addition to concrete financial support, capacity development to take advantage of the possibilities 
is needed. Training in new skills and new technologies is indispensable for the mountain areas to stay 
abreast of the new developments. Mountains areas should not be left behind in knowledge and skills, on 
the contrary, they should be in the forefront. 
  Another equally indispensable factor in keeping young people in the mountain areas is the quality of 
life manifest in the cultural heritage, infrastructures and services. For whole families to be able to stay in 
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the mountain areas the children need to be able to go to school, the farmer’s wives need viable activities and 
potential income sources, and there have to be recreational possibilities. The community culture needs to be 
kept alive also in the modern circumstances. 
  Finally, the self-esteem and image of the farmers needs to be enhanced. Farmers are more than just 
farmers; they are the guardians of the mountain territories. This role should be recognised, appreciated and 
recompensated. Mountain farmers should be for this reason proud of their profession. Maybe these self-
assured farmers could play a stronger role in keeping their partners living in the areas and the whole com-
munities alive. 
  What is needed in order to guarantee the future of the mountain areas is to launch a debate and inter-
action between the rural and the urban areas on their interaction and interdependency. On the other hand, 
ways should be found to support other rural actors embrace innovation while conserving the positive in 
their rural areas. 
4 )  R e s e a r c h   
 
  Mountains provide diverse largely unrecognised services to wider populations. There is a lot of yet 
unchartered territory for research in altitudinal linkages between land uses over seasons, multifunctional 
land uses, mountain-lowland linkages and in how to evaluate these and communicate the resulting values to 
inform policy development.  
   There is a need for comparisons of mountain and non-mountain areas in terms of economies, employ-
ment (especially pluri-activity), differences between functional and jurisdictional boundaries and functional 
linkages between mountains and surrounding areas; mountains are not isolated.  
  Especially pertinent themes are building social capital, studying institutions and best practice, infor-
mation and communications technologies, their constraints and potential benefits, and global changes influ-
encing mountain areas, such as climate change, water.  
  A concrete proposal could be an European Research Training Network between the specific mountain 
programmes in BOKU, Austria (forests), Clermont-Ferrand, France (middle mountains) and UHI, Scotland 
(online MSc), maybe with a final aims of building into a European Master’s degree? 
5 )  G o v e r n a n c e  
 
  Mountain areas are quite specific and need specific solutions. This specificity should be recognised by 
specific policies and the accompanying financial measures. As fragile, interdependent communities moun-
tains have to be governed by a territorial, integrated and multisectoral approach. The integrated regional 
policies should be adapted to each specific region.  
  The problem and the answer could be participative democracy (LEADER model). Development 
solutions should be implemented at the local level by local actors and the local actors should have a final 
say in their destinies.  
   Public-private partnerships should be encouraged, also by regulations. Mountain should not be sanc-
tuarized, neither by over-protection nor reducing them into areas existing only with public support, but they 
should be let to develop and add value to the resources and human capital.  
11 
 
 Unlocking mountains. A new approach to rural development for Europe’s mountains 
  Subsidiarity is a powerful principle and can play either for or against the mountain areas. There are 
examples where countries have had to give up their previously mountain-friendly policies due to the pres-
sures of the Community competition policy, such as the previous tax-relief scheme in Norway. In another 
extreme some Member States do not recognise mountain areas, and they may therefore look to Europe for 
reinforcement in their local problems. There should be a balance especially in the Community competition 
policy and the flexibility in fiscal incentives of the member states 
  A connection needs also to be built between the local and the European level. The representation of 
the local levels in Europe through the proper institutions such as the Committee of the Regions and the 
European Parliament needs to be enhanced. The Massif Conventions such as Alpine Convention and the 
Carpathian Convention can also be valuable tools.  
   Interregional and international cooperation on guidelines, regional development plans should be 
encouraged to help the mountain areas find common solutions to often similar problems. 
  Associations like Euromontana have an important role as intermediaries of the policies and in raising 
the profile of mountain problematic. 
 
 
   M o u n t a i n  t e r r i t o r i e s  a n d  c o m p e t i t i v i t y :  a  c o n t r a d i c t i o n  i n  
t e r m s  o f  t o m o r r o w ' s  r e a l i t y ?  
 
  Erna Solberg, Norway’s Minister of local government and regional development started by denying 
the contradiction of the competitiveness in mountain territories. Norway is, through the definitions made in 
the mountain study from the European Commission, the most mountainous country in Europe with over 91 
% of its territory defined as mountainous. Thus, Norway has never really had a specific mountain policy, 
but a regional and rural development policy that is by extension also a mountain policy. The population 
density of Norway is somewhat different from that of the rest of Europe, the distance from the south to the 
north of Norway is equivalent to the distance from the south of Norway to northern Italy, and the Northern 
geographic position of the country presents a rather unique challenge compared to more southern European 
mountain regions. Arctic, and ultra peripheral geography thus combine to produce some rather unique and 
varied conditions for regional development in parts of Norway.    
  The limitations on the county municipalities’ use of development funds are mainly determined by 
national delimitations of the geographic distribution of these policy means. A priority is given to peripheral 
and rural regions. This geographic delimitation influences both the distribution of funds between the coun-
ties as well as the types of projects county authorities may fund through their role as regional developers.  
  The main goal of Norwegian regional development policy is to facilitate economic growth in all parts 
of the country in order to sustain good conditions of living and viable local communities. In order to attain 
this goal of competitivity and development, the Norwegian government works along four main strategies: 
• Securing favourable and predictable conditions for businesses to operate within • Promoting innovation in all parts of the country 
• Supporting growth where growth and growth potential exists 
 Decentralising power and means in order to facilitate local and regional solutions to local and regional 
challenges. 
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  The Norwegian government considers it vital to release the unused potential for economic growth that 
they consider to exist also in rural regions. In order to unlock this potential Norway focuses on strengthen-
ing the innovative capacity in both private businesses as well as in the public sector. The Norwegian re-
gional development policy is also based on the premise that growth is a bottom-up process. The focus on 
economic growth is not only directed at facilitating the creation and maintenance of jobs in rural areas, but 
also to develop attractive local communities where people can enjoy the qualities of their region. As chal-
lenges to regional development thus vary to such a great extent in Norway, a bottom up strategy is vital for 
the Norwegian regional development strategy.  
  The conditions for regional growth, the challenges and potentials are best identified at the local and 
regional level. National authorities may play an important role in facilitating local and regional growth 
strategies and co-ordinating state policies in order to secure favourable conditions for growth, but the main 
initiatives for development should come from the regions themselves. A result from this strategy is the 
decentralisation of the main part of the funds dedicated to regional development to the county municipali-
ties. The central government now controls only roughly 20 percent of the dedicated regional development 
means, while the authorities of the county municipalities determine the use of roughly 80 percent of the 
means.   
  In order for mountain regions to be competitive in the future, more than ever before the regions have 
to develop regional and local initiatives to maintain their competitiveness. Knowledge on regional and local 
challenges and strengths is best identified regionally and locally. Thus, regional development policies 
should also be shaped regionally.  
A p p e a l  f o r  t h e  M o u n t a i n s  i n  t h e  E u r o p e a n  p o l i c i e s  
 
  The participants welcomed the special enhanced intervention rates for mountain areas and other dis-
advantaged regions contained in the Commission proposals for Regional Policy 2007-2014, and the oppor-
tunity for special recognition there would be for such areas within Member States’ national strategic refer-
ence frameworks, which will be a prerequisite to the implementation of Structural Funds Programmes. 
They also welcomed the Commission officials’ commitment to simplification of administrative processes 
connected with European funding and pressed for this to take the form of decentralisation to regions and 
not centralisation and increased control from Brussels. Similarly, DG Agriculture’s proposals, which in-
clude increased payments for mountain areas under the Less Favoured Areas regime and aids to encourage 
quality food production, were welcomed. The idea that Rural Development Programmes should be differ-
entiated at the regional level to acknowledge local specificities and also integrated with parallel ERDF 
interventions at that same regional level was strongly endorsed.   
   The Convention welcomed the degree to which both Regional Policy and Rural Development propos-
als recognised both the needs and potential of mountain areas and recognised the far reaching significance 
of the conclusion of specific reference to mountain areas in the draft European Constitution signed by the 
Council of Ministers on 29 October in Rome. Indeed from these perspectives the future of mountain areas 
looks very bright.   
  Just at this moment of relative triumph for mountains, however, it was recognised that their hopes 
could be dashed by the intervention of the proposal to reduce the budget of the Union from 1.14% to 1%. 
This appeared illogical in the light of the enlargement of the Union, with its 2/3rd increase in Member States 
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and 20% increase in population.  ThE proposal could only be achieved, of course, by cuts in the various EU 
budget heads, the most threatened seeming to be Structural Funds and Rural Development, the second pillar 
of the CAP, the two most significant sources of support to mountain areas.    
  Against this background there was universal approval of a call by Pascal Coste, President of the Con-
ference of the Agricultural Presidents of the Massif Central, for a vigorous protest to be registered with the 
responsible Member States pointing out the perversity of their demand for cuts.   
  In respect of operational matters, the Euromontana President said that on rural development Euromon-
tana would be encouraging the Member States to use as much as possible the ”Convergence” Priority and 
the “Competitivity” Priority of the future Structural Funds regime to finance those rural development meas-
ures which are eligible under ERDF programmes as mentioned in Article 9 of the draft ERDF Regulation, 
and to interpret this provision liberally.  This would allow the use of the second pillar of the CAP mainly for 
the measures which are not eligible under regional policy and thus to optimise the application of proposed 
rural development instruments.   
  With regard to regional policy, it was reiterated that the budget proposed by the European Commis-
sion for Regional Policy in a Union of 25 is an absolute minimum in order to assure an economic, social 
and territorial cohesion within the Union.  It is therefore vital that the Member States do not decide to re-
duce this budget. Euromontana will also be pressing for the calculation of each regional envelope, not only 
to take into consideration the GNP per inhabitant and the density of population, but also to integrate the 
dimension of “natural handicaps” such as are experienced by mountains, islands and sparsely populated 
areas in order to really support these areas within the Union. 
   The 5% Community participation increase for the natural handicap areas in the framework of the 
“competitivity and employment” Objective should be accompanied by an increase of the regional Commu-
nity envelope of a corresponding amount in order to be a true incentive for the regions.  The opportunity to 
receive a higher intervention rate in mountain areas is very welcome but if the global amount of funding 
allocated given to any mountain area is not also augmented it will simply mean that the same amount of 
money will be applied to fewer projects.   
   Finally, the European Commission Structural Funds proposals have recognised the extra costs of all 
economic activities in mountain areas, but similar recognition should be extended in respect of State Aids.   
C o n c l u s i o n s  
 
 The motto of Euromontana is: “Say what you do and do what you say”. The Mountain Convention 
gave the most eminent rural development actors in Europe the opportunity to say what they will do.  In the 
coming years we intend that it will be Euromontana’s mission to help the mountain areas to do what we say 
– to unlock the mountains and to secure their future. Below synthesised some of the most resonant conclu-
sions of what was said, we will keep on working to make them come alive. 
 
 Mountain specificity – Mountain area have natural constraints that put them into an  inequitable position 
as regards the lowlands and therefore in need of specific attention and support.  
 
 Pluriactivity – Young people need a chance to be able to stay and live in the mountains areas. In order to 
do so they need attractive, modern possibilities for making a living. Multifunctionality is vital to the future 
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 Fair return on resources - The returns of the resources originating in the mountains that are sometimes 
developed elsewhere, such as water, should benefit also the mountain areas. The additional costs should be 
borne by the end user outside the mountain areas.  
 
 Integrated management – Mountain areas depend on integration of the policies in regional level, adapted 
to each region.  
 
 Interregional and international cooperation – Mountain areas can overcome some of their constraints 
by working together and exchanging on approaches developed elsewhere. 
 
 Positive externalities - The self-esteem and image of the mountain farmers needs to be enhanced by mak-
ing it clear that the farmers are more than farmers, they are the guardians of the mountains territories. 
Mountain areas provide diverse services to mountain and wider populations. 
 
 Partnerships / Interaction - Public-private partnerships should be encourged, also by regulations. The 
debate and interaction between the rural and the urban areas should be seriously launched. 
 
 Subsidiarity to all levels - Using local knowledge so that local people control their own destiny. Subsidiar-
ity is a powerfull principle, but there should be a certain balance especially in the Community competition 
policy and the flexibility in fiscal incentives of the member states. On the other hand in some problems, 
especially in having official recognition for mountain areas, Community rules would be welcome.  
 
 Mountain should not be sanctuarized – Mountains should be allowed stay alive by neither by over-
protection nor reducing them to areas existing only with public support, but by developing and adding value 
to their resources and human capital.  
 
 Associations like Euromontana have an important role as intermediaries of the policies. Euromontana is 
an effective vehicle for influencing and lobbying and informing members. We can integrate approaches 
where Europe is still sectoral 
 
 Mountains are an asset - Finally, despite the apparent concentration on European funding issues which is 
inevitable in the present climate of policy rationalisation and review, mountain areas are simply not the 
clients of the European Union and can only succeed or fail as such. They have all the possibilities and 
means to succeed.   
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Euromontana  is  the  Euro‐
pean  multisectoral  associa‐
tion  for  co‐operation  and  
development  of  mountain 
territories.  It  embraces  re‐
gional  and  national  moun‐
tain  organizations  through‐
out  greater  Europe,  includ‐
ing  regional  development 
agencies,  local  authorities, 
agriculture  organizations, 
environmental  agencies,  for‐
estry  organizations  and  re‐
search institutes.  
 
Euromontana’s  mission  is  to 
promote  living  mountains, 
integrated  and  sustainable 
development  and  quality  of 
life in mountain areas.  
In order to achieve this, Eu‐
romontana  facilitates  the 
exchange  of  information 
and experience among these 
areas  by  organizing  semi‐
nars and major conferences, 
by  conducting  and  collabo‐
rating  in  studies,  by  devel‐
oping,  managing  and  par‐
ticipating  in  European  pro‐
jects  and  by  working  with 
the  European  institutions 
on mountain issues. 
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